have made it difficult on the one hand for Women's Studies to be perceived as a discipline of scientific worth, often being considered "ideological in nature and therefore perceived as lacking objectivity" (127). On the other hand, Binard also brings into discussion the highly centralized French university system, which implies that government approval is still necessary for new 163 courses to be introduced or curricula to be changed. Binard also distinguishes here a more recent acknowledgement of the "social and political relevance of Women's Studies" (114) by the government, yet she considers that the choice of academics to pursue courses and research in this field is still "ill-identified" (114). In the second part, Binard focuses on English Studies as a medium for Women's and Gender Studies to develop and builds a considerable inventory of contributions by individual researchers or different research teams to the field. However, Binard mentions here the rather inflexible syllabus for the English specialisation exam (agrégation), which had a direct impact upon the degree courses until 2015, when some changes were about to follow. The brief sub-section on Women's and Gender Studies in Croatia, due to the departure of its author Ljiljana Ina Gjurgjan, underlines the communist paradox of the perspectives on "women's liberation movement, which was seen as an import from the decadent West" (219), while certain aspects of equality of women were guaranteed through law -wages, voting rights, health care and abortion. Gjurgjan underlines that the position of Women's Studies has to be understood "within this dichotomy of the socio-symbolic" (220) as the establishment of the discipline occurred in the 1950s, but these disciplines functioned as instruments of communist propaganda. Gjurgjan comments on some advances of the 1980s brought about by the exposure of women to feminist conferences, but which "changed drastically in the 1990s" to a discourse where women "were once 
